
Dear Mr. Adelstein, 

02-277 

I ,urge you not to relax thme broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citiie:ens"from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain 
near total control of radio and television news and information in communities across 
our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax 
these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep 
opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve 1:o hear more than one point of view on important 
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to 
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to 
ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

'konald h Ford 
36952 Greenbush Rd 
Wayne, MI 481 84 
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Philip C. Armada MD 
507 Bassett RD. 
Bay Village, OH 44140 

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 '~  Street, sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Adelstein; 

I am writing to you about the brozdcast ownership rules that prevent media 
monopolies. I ask that you not r e I a  the rules. The proposed changes could silence 
independent voices. Entire communities could be dominated by one media company 
which could decide which viewpoints to broadcast and which to censor.The American 
people deserve to hear more than one viewpoint on important issues. 

broadcast ownership rules. 
Therefore, for the sake of democracy and freedom, I urge you to continue the 

Philip C. Armada, MD 

, l i  



Robert L. Harrison, Jr 
Pres&, 



Eugene, Oregon 97405 
May 21,2003 

Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commiss:ion 
445 12” Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 have been watching with much interest the hearings that you have been holding 
on anticipated changes coming from the FCC concerning media ownership regulations. I 
am alarmed by the intention of the ~FCC to allow increased ownership of media outlets to 
fewer and fewer media corporations. My understanding of the existing law concerning 
all types of media is that regulations should operate under the principles of “diversity, 
localism, and competition.” It seems like common sense that, to encourage drastic 
restrictions in ownership, contradicts the intent of the law. 

requires, the recent trend toward unbridled media acquisition is disturbing. It takes little 
imagination to envision a media environment similar to 1984 with universal hate radio 
and endless replications of Fox News with its superficial and biased coverage. 

increase localism, to block cross media acquisition, and increase the diversity of all 
media. Our constitution and the survival of our democracy require that you preserve this 
free exchange of ideas. 

For those of us concerned about the free flow of information that a democracy 

Please maintain current ownership limits and do everything in your power to 

Sincerely yours, 

Stuart Adler, Ed.D 



445 1 2 ~  Street sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

ugene, Oregon 97405 

Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 

Confirmed 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 
JUN 0 3 2003 

Distribution Qnbr 
1 have been watching wit.. much interest the hearings that you .. .we been holding 

on anticipated changes coming from the FCC concerning media ownership regulations I 
am alarmed by the intention of the FCC to allow increased ownership of media outlets to 
fewer and fewer media corporations My understanding of the existing law concerning 
all types of media is that regulations should operate under the principles of “diversity, 
localism, and competition ” It seem like common sense that, to encourage drastic 
restrictions in ownership, contradicts the intent of the law 

For those of us concerned albout the free flow of information that a democracy 
requires, the recent trend toward unbridled media acquisition is disturbing It takes little 
imagination to envision a media environment similar to 1984 with universal hate radio 
and endless replications of Fox News with its superficial and biased coverage 

Please maintain current ownership limits and do everything in your power to 
increase localism, to block cross mledia acquisition, and increase the diversity of all 
media Our constitution and the survival of our democracy require that you preserve this 
Free exchange of ideas 

Sincerely yours, 

Stuart Adler, Ed.D 



The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commissioin 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Ms. Abemathy: 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
American citizens f?om media monopolies. 

These proposed changes woulcl pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and 
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations 
thatare now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a 
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve lo hear more than one point of view-on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our ffeedom, 
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979 



The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. SW 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
American citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and 
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations 
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a 
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, 
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Sean Ayers 
i Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979 I 

PO BOX 1979 
LAKE PLACID, NY 12946-5979 



The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect 
American citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and 
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations 
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a 
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, 
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy politicad debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Sean Aye;! 
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979 



The Honorable Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Martin: 
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I urge you not to relax the broadcast oQ2ership rules that protect 
American citizens from media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media 
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and 
information in communities across OUT nation. And many of the corporations 
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a 
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on 
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, 
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, 
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 

&@;% 
Mr. Sean Avers 
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979 



May 9,2003 

Dear Mr. Adelstein: 

MAY 2 8 2003 

FCC - MAILROOM 

I urge you &to relax the lbroadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens form media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to 
gain near-total control of radio and. television news and information in communities 
across our nation. And many of the corporations that arc now lobbying the FCC to relax 
these ownership rules already have: a known track record in attempting to keep opposing 
viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important 
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue 
the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country. 
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JUN o 3 2 ~ 1  

Distribution Center 

Sincerely, 



May 9,2003 

Dear Mr. Copps: 

I urge you &to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American 
citizens form media monopolies. 

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to 
gain near-total control of radio anal television news and information in communities 
across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax 
these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing 
viewpoints off the air. 

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important 
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue 
the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy 
political debate in our country. 

Sincerely, 





Mrs. Theresa s. myce 

scenery Hill, PA 15360 
196 BUckingham R d  



121 I Garth Avenue S.W. Decahlr, AI 35601 
edalDhaG3hhiwaav.nei 

ebvars@bunxe.com 
Res. Phone: (256) 350-7167 
Cell Phone: (256) 260-3426 

Pager: (1-877)4154847 
Fan: (256) 309-2275 

May 1 I ,  2003 
The Honorable Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Corn Confirmed 

JUN 0 3 2003 
445 12'" sireet, sw 
Washington, LX 20554 

Dear Commissioner Martin: Distribution Center 

I am writing you to voice my strong opposition to proposed FCC rule changes that would have the effect of 
easing media ownership regulations intended to prevent monopoly control of media outlets. 
I have for many years been deeply concerned about the bias reporting of news by the major television 
networks. It is absolutely essential that the American public have access to independent and opposing 
viewpoints on the major issues that face 0111 nation. Preventing monopoly ownership of TV, radio, and 
printed media outlets is central to preservhg the public's access to information and facilitating a well 
rounded discourse and debate on issues of national interest. 
1 urge you to resist any relaxation of FCC rules that are designed to prevent monopolization of media 
ownership. 

Sincerely, 

mailto:ebvars@bunxe.com


MAY 2 8 2003 
Francis M. Bushnell, Jr. 

49;24 Cobbs Drive, Apt. 6B 
Waco, Texas 76710 

May 10,2003 

The Honorable Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Conmission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Mr. Copps, 

OPPOSITION TO RE LAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES 

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that 
is so essential to our freedom: the communication of diverse ideas. Please do 

relax the existing rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too 
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown 
their proclivity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. I attach an opinion 
piece from the October 5, 1989, Wail Street Journal that reflects that intentional 
control even years ago. 

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control 
You have the ability to prevent it. I ask you to please do so. 

brancis M. Bushnell, Jr. 

Attachment 
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As long as the Soviet economy was com. 
pletely controlled at  the center. the ab. 
sence of a real money merely caused a 
gradual decllne In efficiency of your econ- 
omy relative to the Western market econe 
mles. Now that you have decided to move 
toward growth and competitiveness with 
the West, opening up market opportunlties 

In advising the U.S.S.R.? 
For one thing, I believe gold and other 

commodity-price slgnals have become 
much more important to US. pollcy mak- 
ing In recent years. as we have experi- 
enced Inflation palns under a floating ex- 
change-rate system. Gold. after all, re- 
mains the most monetary of all commodi- 

expect the Soviet Union could step to the 
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Journalists and Others for Saving the Planet 

By DAW BRWKS 
At a recent environmental conference, 

Charles Alexander declared. "As the scl- 
ence editor at Time I would freely admit 
that on thls Issue we have cmsed the 
boundary from news reporting to advo 
cacy." After a round of applause from the 
gathered joumallsts and s c l e n t i s t s . ~  
Qrreswndent Andrea Mitchell told the au- 
dience that 'U%?A-arks na ve 
made that declslon now, where you'd have 
tcr pall I! advocacr" 

At that point Washlngon Post editor 
Benjamin Bradlee chlmed in, saying "I 
don't think there's any danger In doing 
what you suggest. There's a minor danger 
In saylng it because as soon as you say, 
'To hell with the news. I'm no longer inter. 
ested in news. I'm interested In causes.' 
you've got a whole koow constituency to 
respond to. wblch you can waste a lot o! 
t h e  on:' 

Mr. Bradlee Is rieht. Probablv a lot of 
"kooks" believe In 'bbjective jo~rnalism. 
But why shouldn't reporters lose their self. 
disclpilne when discussing the environ 
ment? Practically everybody else has. 

Somehow the idea has gotten around 
that the environment isn't a normal pollti. 
cai issue. but a quasl-religious crusade. As 
a result. DUbliC discussion of the environ. 
ment hasbeen about as rigorous as one ex. 
pects from a jlhad. 

The Shortcomlngs of advwacy wen? 
very much in evidence at the recent envi. 
mnmental conference. swnsored bv the 

~~~ ~ - ~I~ smithsonlan institution. Held in (he Oris: 
nal museum bulldings that celebrate the 
achievements of the Industrial Revolution. 
the meeting addressed the topic. "The 
Global Environment: Are We Overreact. 
ing?" Every other time I have been to a 

conference organized around a questlon. 
there have been speakers on both sldes. 
But not this tlme. Through the entire con- 
ference. not a single disagreement de- 
flected the steady breeze of alarmism. 

Perpetual apocalyptlcs such as Lester 
Brown and Paul Ehrllch rattled off their 
anthems of doom (just as Rollhg Stones 
rock through the tunes they originated 20 
years ago). Speakers and panels moved 
briskly on and off the podium: an acid rain 
crisis, a toxlcs crisis, a famine crisis. a 
ppulatlon crlsk. The result was a smor. 
gasbord of apocalypse. 

On the subject of global warming, a 
frisky environmctal po!lcy analyst named 
Stephw. E. Scnilelder presented the glooa 
and doom side of the global-warmlng de- 
bate. A number of scientlsts are mote 
skeptical about global warming. such as 
Hugh W. Ellsaesser of the Livermore Na- 
tional Laboratory. Reld Bryson of the Unl- 
versity of Wlseonsln. Richard Llndzen of 
MIT, V. Ramathan of the Universlty of 
Chicago and Andrew Solow of the Woods 
Hole Instlfute of Oceanography. But they 
were not to be heard from. 

The same sort of stage-managing pre- 
vailed among journallst speakers. Barbara 
Pyie. who is the head of Turner Broadcast- 
Ing's International DOcumentary Unlt. and 
who llsts herself In her blo as an "lnterna 
tionally recognized environmental activ. 
Ist," appeared on a panel. Many reporters 
do not see the rules of objective journalism 
as obstacles to sodal progress. But they 
wew not to tw hpard fmm. __. .... .. .. ~~..~. ~~ ~~ .~~~~ 

The conference was cochaired by the 
CBS, Turner Broad- 

Ging. T h e  Warner and the Los Angeles 
the New York Times 
other medla Institu. 

tions (Dow Jones wasn't involved 1. AppaP 
ently none of these journalistic companies 
inslsied upon diversity of opinion. 

Several of the alarmist presentalions 
were persuasive. For example. Susan Solo- 
mon of the National Oceanic and Amos- 
phertc Adminlstratlon spoke Inteillgenfly 
on omne depletion. Edward 0. Wilson was 
compelling on "Biological Dlv~rsity: The 
Extinellon Crlsls." But enlightenment was 
beside the point. The scientists were iim- 
ited to 10 minutes. enough t h e  to recite a 
iew iamiiiar iacb and sum up wYt a c&:- 
dlloquent plea for action (if you can't stand 
purple pme.  don't go lo an environmental 
cocference). 

Ih9mes Lovejoy. a tropical biologist 
wiio GrgPx?I:e?. this conference, delivered a 
summary ln which he eloquently encour. 
aged lhe idea that we are In a planetary 
crlsis. "The planet Is about to break out 
with fever. and indeed it may have al- 
ready." he said. "and we are the dlsease." 
Mr. LoveJoy's views are so chic he Is 
puffed in the current issue of CP. 

mal to dol George Wmdweli. director 
of Woods Hole Research Center. argued 
that the world must phase out the use of 
fossil fuels. Ruth Patrick of the Academy 
of Natural Sciences sald that mankind 
must do nothing less than "rethlnk our 
way of life." Mr. Lovejoy suggested that 
"we should be at war with ourselves and 
with our life styles." The antl-growth con- 
tingent also made I t s  presence felt. Mr. 
Ehtiich declared, "We've already had too 
much economic growth in the United 
States.. . . Economic growth in rlch coup 
mes ]Ute ours is the disease. not the 
cure." 

These sorts of prescriptlons made me 
thlnk I should have done SomethinR violent 

1 to the limos that were idling outslde the 
conference dinner Mday night. Other than 
that, the conference offered no construe. 
Uveprescrlptlons. Not toomany politicians 
are going to go before their constltuents 
and renounce economic growth. - 

A number of the people in attendance 
have In the past advocated polltically real- 
istlc environmental proposals. But none of 
them rose to challenge the radlcals. not 
even Sens. Timothy Wlrth (D., Coio.) and 
John Helnz (R, Pa.), who sat as guardian 
ilons a i  eliher end oi 'ue Wi&. 

Here and elsewhere In the envlronmen- 
tal debate, a form of Gresham's Law pre- 

skeptical appralsals. Rabble-rousing elo 
quence crowds out measured discussion. 
Politically absurd cries for a Reformation 
of Human Soelety intermingle with polill- 
cally reallstic Ideas. 

The reporters who become advocates 
seem to thlnk they are doing the environ- 
ment a favor, but it Is hard to see how. Be- 
cause there has been so little critical SCN- 
thy, the politically mainstream environ 
mentalists don't feel compelled to separate 
themselves from the Greens who think hu- 

v&. Apocalyptic predictions crowd O u t  

man progress should have stopped in the 
18th century. 

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set 
some priorities, and declare that X end- 
mnmental problem needs to be addressed 
before Y. Much of the political right feels 
spooked about environmental issues be 
cause it percelves all envimnmentallsm to 
be corrupted by sodallst command and 
controllers. 

Just when it seems someone Is about to 
get somewhere with lntelllgent environ 
mentalism. 10 other people mount POdiUmS 
and declare humanlty a dlsease on the 
face of the earth. 

Hollywood, You Slay Me I Mr. Brooks is a Journal editad 
writer. I ~ 

who fall In love. Innocent folks are once kick. That's all. 
1 - 2  .."..&".." "^ / I  8 "  D.., .,n,, l*"G Rv RORmT H. KNIGHT . . _. . , , , 
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There are many reasons for why corporate control should be diminished. If one 

company can own a town's local newspaper, TV and radio stations, if national TV 

networks can merge their news operations, if nothing limits the size of these huge 

corporations, we will get a more limited view on the news. Issues that matter can be 

more easily buried or distorted, and differing viewpoints will not be heard. We don't need 

censorship to combat violent, sexist, racist, commercialized, or unoriginal media. We 

need access for independent producers to offer alternatives. We need choices, not more 

channels from the same owners. Fewer media companies means fewer jobs for media 

workers. Media ownership by people of color and women is down and getting worse as a 

result of consolidation. Without local owners and local newsrooms, media are 

disconnected from communities. Clear Channel radio uses digital tricks to make the same 

DJ sound local in dozens of different cities. The bigger these companies get, the more 

likely they are to cover local issues. With the recent wave of corporate malfeasance we 

need watchdogs now more than ever instead of media run by corporate people that's 

concerned only about their stock price. Ownership consolidation means fewer foreign 

news bureaus, investigative reporters, and resources for journalists. Media's main goal is 



Page 2 

profit, which undermines any sense of public duty. If the corporate controls the media, 

they will put on what they want us to see. When the corporation advertise, they are brain 

washing us. They control what we wear, how we think, and how to spend our money. 

This is why I believe that corporate censorship should be diminished. 

www.sevenstories.com/BooWindex.com 

www.cir.ordowners/ 

www.disinfo.com/ 

www.coruorations.ordmedia/ 

www.fair.org/media-woes/comorate.html 

http://www.disinfo.com


The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 

Please s t o w  naina . of the six FCC tules-( shown below), which empower 
the FCC to allow companies to own more media outlets/types of media outlets - 
e.g., allow TV station owners to own radio stations. This will allow further 
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of 
points of view expressed through these outlets. Please support the extension of 
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The preservation of these six 
rules is important for free speech and our democracy. 

Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a 
newspaper and a television station in the same market. 
National Television Ownership Rule (1941) A broadcaster cannot own television 
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes. 
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own more than one major television network. 
Local Television Ownership Rule (1964) - A broadcaster can't own more than one of 
the top four stations in a single market. 
Local Radio Ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity 
can own in a single market. 
Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule (1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio 
stations a single entity can own in any given market. 

wxt * Sincerely yours, 

. . .  , .  , 



May 23,2003 

Mr. Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am writing to you today, because as a citizen of the United States I am gravely concerned about 
the proposed media ownership rule changes. I am likewise concerned because of 

Your refusal to make public the proposed changes. 
Your refusal to provide 150 Congress members with a copy of the proposed 
changes which they have requested. 
Your refusal to hold or attend public hearings on these issues. 
Your refusal of the request of Commissioners Adelstein and Copps, and numerous 
Congress members to postpone the vote so that the issues can be explored in a 
way that is in keeping with the spirit of the laws of the United State. 

While I understand you are relying upon current rules and the Republican majority of the FCC in 
the cowardly exercise of these refusals, these issues impact every United States citizen, and as 
such, should not be left to three Republican FCC commissioners to decide alone. 

I have written to my Congressional representatives regarding my concerns. I know that I join 
thousands who respectfully request that you reconsider your position, provide the postponement 
and information which have been requested and allow these serious issues to be explored in the 
democratic arena. 

1) 
2) 

3) 
4) 

Very truly yours, 

Alyson Budde 
9 I 12 Mediterranean Drive 
Huntington Beach, CA 92646 
7141593-1955 

cc: Kathleen Q. Abemathy 
Michael J. Copps 
Kevin J. Martin 
Jonathan S. Adenstein 





The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Please stop the changing of the six FCC rules (shown below), which empower 
the FCC to allow companies to own more media outlets/types of media outlets - 
e.g., allow lV station owners to own radio stations. This will allow further 
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of 
points of view expressed through these outlets. Please support the extension of 
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The presewation of these six 
rules is important for free speech and our democracy. 

e 

Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a 
newspaper and a television station in the same market. 
National Television Ownership Rule (1941) A broadcaster cannot own television 
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes. 
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own more than one major television network. 
Local Television Ownership Rule (1964) - A broadcaster can't own more than one of 
the top four stations in a single market. 
Local Radio Ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity 
can own in a single market. 
Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule (1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio 
stations a single entity can own in any given market. 

Sincerely yours, 

k $iiii% 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12 '~  Street, N.W. 
Washington, D:C. 20554 . .  

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Please stop the changing of the six FCC rules'(shown below), which empower 
the FCC to allow companies to own more metfia,outlets/types of media outlets - 
e.g., allow TV station owners to'own radio, stations. This will allow further 
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of 
points of view expressed through these outlets. Please support the extension of 
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The preservation of these six 
rules is important for free speech and our democracy. 

, ,  . 

.. . ( I  ' .  . ,  

Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a 
newspaper and a television station in the same market. 
National Television Ownership Rule (1941) A broadcaster cannot own television 
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes. 
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own more than one major television network. 
Local Television Ownership Rule (1964) - A broadcaster can't own more than one of 
the top four stations in a single market. 
Local Radio Ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity 
can own in a single market. 
Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule (1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio 
stations a sinqle entitv can own In arwUiven market. 
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Ae a nation wo have juat made an attempt t o  bring demoeracy 
$% Iraq but are w e  guarding t h a t  democracy a t  home ? a 

On June 2nd, the Federal  Communications Commission holds 
Q n , S  1 3 cu 

," 
$$bi-annual meeting a t  which changes can be made i n  the  apportionment 
g&f the  frequencies  of t he  air waves; 

$&tieens of t he  United S t a t e s  of America. 
these are t h e  property of t he  0 Anyone can apply. Individuals  

L' s" $and uompanies, such as Ted Turne r ,  Rupert Murdoch, GE-NBC, Time Warner. 

t he  frequencies ,  without inquiry or proper supervis ion of t h e  c i t i z e n r y  
who own it, and t h e  apportionment may be done without any reference t o  
t h e  wishes and needs of t h e  r i g h t f u l  owners. the American people. 
Three-quarters of t h e  American publ ic  have not heard a word about t h i s  
momentous procedure. The danger of is ser ious  as once it 
it all i n  place it w i l l  be almost impossible t o  change. 

' JgDisney ,  t he  newspapers, TV s t a t i o n s  and the l i k e  can be given the use Of 

$ E k 

But f o r  t h e  notable  exception' of PES'S B i l l  Players  "NW" 
programme the  f a c t  t h a t  l i t t l e  or nothing has appeared i n  the  major or 
l o c a l  press, or on TV is i nd ica t ive  of those who wish t o  hide t h e i r  power. 
Every school c h i l d  i s  taught t h a t  one of t h e  g rea t  supports of democracy 
is a free and f l u i d  press  and newsmaking media. B u t  where is the  open- 
ness and freedom we need t o  keep the  Republic heal thy now and i n  t he  
f u t u r e  7 
rou te  t o  d ic ta torsh ip .  

Time is of the essence. 
their  Senators and Representatives,  a l s o  t o  Chairman Michael Powell of t he  
FCC a t  '145. 12 th  S t r ee t .  S.W. 
a s s i s t a n t ,  Mudred Portch (Docket No. 20-277) - on l i n e  W W .  FFX.GOV?HB. 
Also write, c a l l  o r  e-mail the other memDers of t he  Commission - 
Republicans Kathleen Abernathy and Kevin Martin, and Democracts Michael 
Copps and Jonathan Adelstein t o  p r o t e s t  s i l ence  and demand an open and 
immedj.ate forum f o r  debate. 

Behind the  scenes col lusion over t h i s  i s sue  is a first c l a s s  

It is URGENT t h a t  a l l  c i t izens  wr i t e  t o  

Washington, D.C. 20554, a l s o  h i s  

It is obvious ' t ha t  s t a l l i n g  t a c t i c s  have put  a damper on 
speading t h e  word. PEAS& DG NOT A L W  THIS TO BE SO I 1  
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May 8,2003 

The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 lZth Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Confirmed 

IUN o 3 2003 

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules M F i w - w  

Dear Chairman Powell: 

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the 
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests 
would allow, indeed-would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news 
broadcasting. 

The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have 
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their 
own. Allowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as 
opinion and advocacy disguised as "news") would directly threaten constitutional rights of 
speech, press, association, petition, and others. 

I oppose the media-support rules changes. 

Yours truly, 

Thelton 7 z e  D. Beck j- 

TDBlam 

cc: The Honorable@): 
Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Jonathan S. Adelstein, CommiSsioner 
Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1Zth Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the 
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests 
would allow, indeed-would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news 
broadcasting. 

The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have 
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their 
own, Allowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as 
opinion and advocacy disguised as "news") would directly threaten constitutional rights of 
speech, press, association, petition, and others. 

I oppose the media-support rules changes. 

Yours truly, 

Thelton 7z D. Beck rsyc 
TDB/am 

cc: The Honorable@): 
Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner 
Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 


